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"Changin.: - Patzel-as and tfte Adoption 0_f Minority Children"

Abstract: 'fl is paper examines the: impact of changing
family p,itlel-hs on the adoption of minOrity children.
It was Sound that families possessing more contemporary
family patterns--sharing work and parenting roles--were
more willirlr to adopt minoei:ty, older, +handicapped and
retarded children. It' was hypothesized that political
cohservatis:.: and c-)Awentional relie,losjty'would*be

yith a:(ec)ting the herd-to-place. This was
found to .n some cases, such as in the
adotioh c:.aidren.^ The results suggest that
child preferences cofiverge with political and religious
values.

.412. 1-)bier.1

The,: avt: r: )°.y 425,0u0 children in the United States

without iar.;_les :Minority member chadr:en--

.-... pahics1 ,;.(lex, the psyth.,lor,ically and the physically

hand..cap:)cd--are .rtionately ,:ver:"+,i3resentea.amone.: tnis

uf .i1,7ircn travel tnrouch

a c(-)nti,n1...;.1.1y Lioor of foster homes, public .and,

private ,:.lI. whicha--in the absence of ,stable family,

,%act.; a heavy t'oll on these ',,,,I.r1P-sters", often

.)sycholoal dama,,:e and impaired soctal%

adjustrm-r1,1,. a i-0,vy-burden i:;.,susiained by the society

to support the, t,nurmuus variety-af ternpor;iry child care

arrangemets cididren require.

Alth(olte.h a oultioCI of these child,rfl, ultimately be

returned to:r rc,,:ver, and familicz7, most can look forward

to r,,CoiAt(! inrtitut1.4.-.11 ausiiicies with all.

3
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its attendant disadvantays. A Mh:::3fq:husetts :;tudy

revealed that'of all children in foster care,in that state,

67.10 had been in the system 2 or more years; 33; of the children

never had been returne' to their parents (Gruber, 1973)..

Although saotion is by no means the orAly solution for dealing

with the matter of-child neglect, clearly, its expansion may

contribute a :Teat deal toward alleviating the scope of these

problem.

IncreasinT, numbers of social scientists and child welfare'

advocates have become acutely aWare of the needs ai)d. rights

5 of all children to perthanent homes to adequately provide for

their psicnologicul and socnl development (Goldstein, Freud;

Solnit, 1977). In recent years adoptive placements of so-called

'llard-io-place' children have increased phenomenally. Although

rio nationel-dats have been collected on the subjeO't,..tn the
C

state of Massachusetts a study showed a 300;0 increase in older
0

child adoptions (.from 44 to.1124).and a 200% increase Of black

and racially mixed Children (from 41 to 78) in the years from

1969 to 1972 (Massachusetts Adoption Resource Exchange,,Annual

Reports, '1969-1972). In 1972,,for the first time the

'Massachusetts Adoption Resource Exchange began totabulate data,

on adoptions of hrdicapped Childrenanother indicatorof'a'-:

possible ,.rowinp.: trend in this realth as well. Notwithstanding

these promising trends, most minority children remain, as.the

Ev,encies term them, 'hard-to-place'.

Little is known aboutwhat,groups in the population and,
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I what ,,oGio-,.uiLur;,11 ch%Fa,:teeistics b most and',ast

ai3enable*toward aCceptin, these ,kinds of children. Are
-q

there siofficant difierehces in the acceptability of different

kinds of 11d-to-place children? Art there any kinds of fpmily

-life styles that are associated with accepting minority children?
. ,

4.nswo,rs to the above questions` contain important policy implications

for s9cial work practitioners that may prove consider'ably

useful ,for locating prospectivehomes.minority children.

v.oreover, this problem appears to contain a,fruitful ground

for explorinuninvesti;ated dimensions of changing Ame.rican

family life

Background and Theoretical Considerations

In the past adoption agencies and adoptive parents have,

esisted the adoption of'children stigmatized by race, ehtnicity

or physical handicap (Nutt and.Snyder, 1973). Both agencies

and families rec7arded,thp,ideal'adopted child as one which would-

be; indistinjuishable from a normal healthy infant born to

parents. Adoption agencies used to match parents and children,

not only on physical characteristics, but also on less visible.

aspects such as religion (Elton and Susan Klibanoff, 1973).

host-adoptive famiTids went-to great lengths_to conceal the

fact of adoption from other persons, in many cases witholding,

this information even from their adontiye children (H. David

Kirk, 1964). FormerlyAdoptioRwas oriented almost entirely

toward simulating biological parenthood; people who adopted

wanted only healthy infants, racially and ethically homogeneous'

to themelves%
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More recently, adoptlun has been chanAing. In the last

twenty years there has been 'a remarkable increase inIthe number

of white American parents who have adopted transracially and

transnationally. In the last Tive years from-1968 to 1973

The Immigration and Naturalization Service reported a 250

- per .cent increase in the number of transnational adoptions

by American citizens (Adam ..and Kim, 1971; U.S., Immigration

and Naturalization Service, immigrant Orphans Admitted to the

U.S., 1971-1973).% These'l:vere predominately Asian children,
9

but a considerable number of Latin American children were

also present. There were 1612 transnationakadoptions in

1968 and 4015 in 1973. Trends in domestic transracial' adoption

are harder to document, but the most comprehensive and reliable
a

',data available suggest a 40pgr°cent increase in the adoption

of black children bywhite parents between 19b9 and 1,171

(Grow and Ehapiro, 1974) .

To some extent this trend may be understood simply as a'

response to the diminishing number of white infants available

for adopton.<Legalized abortion and the wider availability

of effective contraceptives have reduced the,number of

illegitimate births in the United States'(Nutt, 1974; McNamara,

1915). The growing trend among unwed mothers to retain

custody of their children hassfurther diminishedithe number

o1 infants available for adcption (rest-p: ,' ,

Yet, there is reason to` believe that these changes reflect

more than the decline of adoptable infants. In the past
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infertility was the primary motive for adoption. Topy.this

-seems to be changing. An examination of, the recent adoption

'literature-suggests that a considerable number of those adopting.

"today include fertile couples (NcNamara, 1975; E. an S.

Klibanoff, 1973; Fanshel,-1972; Nutt and Snyder, 1973).

In the'period when these dramatdd changes in'adoptfon

'nave been taking .place therT, have Also been equally remarkable
01

changes in the realm of Amen family life. It would seem

plausible to s'ures't that these chan,7in adoptive 'llatt,erns

reflect shifts in family like as a whole. e

e

.t is widely ackriowledged among family .sociologiststhat

the Ainerican family:is currently in aCState of ti-anSitib.

During the twentieth century family life has changed greatly:

patriarchal authority, has declined considerably;,household

and child care tasks have come to be more equally shared by

both spouses; family size has treAly diminished; married

women have entered the work force, in unprecedented numbers;

Interrelljjous ,ind interracial marrinFres and divorce-- once,

rarities--now' are commonplace events.' Clearly, the tradition%1

role se,re(rated patriarchal family is fast ,c)ecFlin obsol,fte.

:.embers of emerginr; contemporary ei7alit,rL,n families feel

less bound by traditional conception of :inship ana increasin;:ly

see,: to maximize individual choic and person1 need satisfaction
0

in family relationships (Farber, 1%4).

There may well be relationship between fialitarian

patterns of family and newer and mon_ ineenven'tionril modos of

7
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family formation such as the adoption of hard-to-place children.

'
As individuals assume Mdre,flexible and interchangeable roles,'

in their interrelationships among"each othe--1 Ss bound by

tradi'tio'nal conceptions of the fathilv--the.y , well become

more receptive to. n wIdor ralve of possiblEfamilY members

l'amily theorists claim that contemporary families have-

'oec*omo--incf3asin,-ly fiexible about the 'rinds Of intimate

re` ationships they Tind,acceptable (Keller, 1971; Kanter,

iarber, 1972). The increasing interest in adopting

children racially and culturally unlike their paients appears

to be conFistent with, if not a derivative, of this mores general

pattern' of accepting !:reater diversity and choice in family
,

life. 'Yet, it rehains to be demonstrated'emplrieally whether

those who have been in the van7,uard of family charwe havt also

been more inclined to be revolutionary in their involvements

wit'. adoption. Ln the present research we ,.are interested in

explerin,, whether those who have renounced more traditional

concep ons of family life have indedd become more receptive

toward 'hard-eo-place' children.

The acceptability of stijmatized 'children can not be

explained entirely by referenbe do family patterns. Fami*

values'and parental behavior are deeply imbedded in asmatrix

which includes the 'economic, religious and political values

of Americ. Traditional ideas-about family life are nromulrated,

le6itimated and sustained by traditional social institutions

and Political values. Bernard Farber has detailed the close
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relationship betmeen reli.[:i s economic and political ideas

whichprevaileo&in prerevolutionary:America, and .the- traditional

,structAre of the 2Nerican "family (Farber
a

4 117;-'). 'He ha* argued

that ':these ideas- hav'j continued to exert'ajvwerful influence

on the course of American Therefor&, we .kiNT;ect
.

\ .

that adherence to traditional relic:ioUS and po1itica2. vaixes

would support more. conservative family practices and would

be ,incompatiblekrith newer and uncorr,n,nti'Onal modes o; family

formation such the a(loption of, minoriti childreP.

*';e plan to explore-two fundamental-traditional supnorters

of the family: conventional, re1 Pious affiliations and'.

conservative political attachments. We anticipate that those
I.

exhibiting great attachments to established religions and' political

institutions' will be less amenable to accepting the hard-to-Place

and will, be mor,3 traditional in their adoption preferences.

Dire often.they will tend to adopt'infant, white and female

children; the more widely acceptable kinds of children for

adoption, both in the past andat present H. David Kirk

(1964) has cogently argued in his studies ,of.lintra-pcial adopt-

iop in the United States ai Canada, that traditional Parents

are more likely to adopt {-iris than boys, Bois, Kirk ar -ues,

are seen by traditional families as thdinheritors of family

-name', values and property; girls de not assume such a pivotal

position. Lora' conservative families are, thereThre, more will-

in4 to "ris*:"'the adoption of a The "costs" (A' failure

rt re lass .
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A great-deal of research.(1,4setl 196U) finds adherents
, 9

of conventional religions and conservative pqlitics to exhibit
.

, -,

more intolerance towards minorities than their more secular'

and literal cAinterParts. We'eXpect this.wi.11 be relevant

in the case of adopting the stigMatied or minority.child and

will.generally tend to, preclude adoption' of 'such children. s

Methodand Sample

This study was based upon,a mailed questiOnnaire taken

from a nation-wide sample of 'adoptive parents. .This work is
.

part of a larger now on-going study-cf contemporary trends

. ,

in adoption. Two pretests were conducted and examined before

final revised questionnaires were distributed to the sample.

J

That data was collected petweerOhe months of November 1974

and octOber 1975.

While consisting entirely of.adoptive parents" the sample

tends to over-represent those, who have already adopted

-leinority children. The typical family in.our samPle'consisted

of white, native born parents whqhave adopted a foreign

born child, most often from Asia. The sample was, drawn

fromJ:4Mbership listS :,rov,ded frQm a variety u! adoptive

parent orgSnizations located throughout the country and from

several international adoptidn agencies that specialize in the

placement of sTlinoritY (usually foreign born,'non-white)

hildren 14f,)rts were made in selecting. parent organizations

to cooperate wi(th the research to enlist the participation

of parent groups Whose member'Ships were to

10
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. include -members who hid (.:ompl;.q.e,d trin:;-:icial and tra'riz-.
d/. .

, ,... a ,
national adoptions. .

Attempts were also 'lade. to ensure the inclusion of at least

several:constituencies that represented in-country,' in-race

adopting families. The executive officers to-whom we cOre!-,
, . . ,..

.

sponded in the gathering-, of lists were lso asked t,b provide
i

the names and addresses of any indivi.duals,tfley may.know who
. 1 A ..

had adopted'ohjadreri but who did--nct belon to their orgainza-tions,
.

, , ,. . . , 1
. , t -%

- When-the adoptive family, lists exceeded'100 or more names the '
.,

names were seltcted.on a fired interval basis so as hot.to.

.

`
&

'over-represent a particular sub-group in the total sample.

7n the.intial. phase of this study 664 questionnaires were

returned. Thee response rate for our adoptive,parent population

was 61 percent. One Up letter was -sent to delayinq-
),

resppndentt in a effort to reduce thenon-response rate.

Analysis of the data shows that it contains a good.cross
.

section of white
4

adoptive %familiet, inclUding those who have

adopted minority children, as well, at those who have not;

those adoptinj throtvil artnIcies as jvtell as those wl'io hn't

adopted privately; those who belong to adOptive P:?ve-nt

or:_,,-anizatpns and those who are unaffilik''ed with such -roulxs.l.

'Discussion and Findinfis

We asked our respondents to indicate .the extent to which

husband and wife shared' the tasks of feeding children, supersiilg,A
*3ce also Appendix A.

1.
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combined these

'questions in a measure of the degree to which child care tskS

were shared-. This measure ,of shared.child care was positively

associrted, with tht kllingness to adopt stigmatized chAdren.'

We asked our respondents to.indicate how willing they would

be to adopt children of various de,scriptions:: retarded, older,
,

black and handicapped c ildren. 'Shared child care was associated'

with willingness to adopt .,an older child, with` a gamma of .143

and chi .square

Table' I:

,

N_Villingness
to adopt =

older child

,2.

approathes'significance at the .10 level.

Table I

Div`i ion of Child Care Labor

Total Perpent.P

_Frequency'F
P

. Adopt Easily

P
Reseryationi

F

Not Consider
-F

"
100.0 '

(60520

4.6 25.1

(26,0'05220
r

(32 .0)

16.5 .

.

(10020)
22,8 28.1? 28., /20.3, '21.0

l. . .

(138.0) (8,0) (43-0) (4g.0) (21.0).

36.0 42. 30..2', 38.8 28.0'
. . .

(218.0) (12.0) (52.0)(12640) (28.0)

41.2 ` 28.6 3.7.5. 4.0.9 51:0.
, (

.

,

j(249.0) (8.0) (57.0) (15 (51.0)

Chi SqUare-ci.342 with 6 "degrees.of freedom-
Gamma' 0.143 .

,

Most of the otHer associations were of similar of .greater

strength;^all:of the othei,'chi sques were si,nificant:at the

.10 level .or h.igh'er. Examiftirig this' hynothesis with thee-actual

1?,
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adoption of older childpen we `found that the associations
U

with shared child care peuisted.

=See Table II

4

2
-Age.of last
adapted child
at .adoption

if

Table IT

Division of Child Care La for

'Total Percent P

Frequency F

years or under

3 = 5 years

"1.

years or older

%
ChiSquare-19.110 with 6 degrees Of.freedomi significant
Gamma- . C,").27

,

# , ,

3-:tm.lar trends were slown the adogtion
.

Total

100.0

(610.0)

NontradiiXonal----Traditional

4. 25.4 53.4 16.4

9.0)](155.0 _(326:0) (100.00) :

F

P,

F

74.3

(453.0)

41.4 1 75.5. 7b.1 : 76.0

(12.0) (ire_j)), (248.0) (76.0)

17:4

T106.0),'"

15.5. 16.'0

(15..d)!, (24.u)' (.52.0) (17.0

8.4 - 13..8 9.0 ,*8.0r 700

51,0 (4..Q) (14.0) (26.0) (7.0)

e . 4

4 Shared .chila care is .negatively associ&ted.itll'adolg
t N

' P
a girl (Gamma .030; ChipsiAre sionificant at the .20.1evel),

. .4. -.

Th.-4 association is wegrsa inanot statistically significant but
,,-

.vasfound to be in the nedftted direction.
. ,v, s , -.

.

We' examined two measures of-shared worA-rolep:
e ":-

was an attitudinal measure, agreement with Lhe
.:

idea that women
..'

- . s ,

. .

can workand be good mothers at the same time;- thb second was-
. .

,

the employment status of the mother: .was she- working full

time, part time, or was she not, employed outside thOhome:

Both of these measures showed much the;same pattern as shared,
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child care. Both agreement,withthe idea that working women

can begood inothers, and the mother being employed full time

.. were generally associated with the willinghess to adopt

minority children. We found, for example, that approval of

maternal employment was associated with the willingness to

ado7t a tO.acz, child with a gamma value of .276:
,

I

See Table 'Ilk

Table III

Good. Mothers Carr Also Pursue Careers f

,Total Percent7P

"Frequency F
Willingness
to Adopt Easily

Adopt F
Afro-. '

Reservations P
American,
'Child

'Not Consider P

=

F

Total' A ree Stron 1 - Disagree _Stron 1

100.0 30.3 '32:7 14.1 15.6 7.3

(630.0) (191.0) '206.0) (89.0) (98) (46.0)

24.3 40.3 i
17.5 19.1 ''''''7''15.3 17,,4

(153.0) (77.0) " (36.0) (1'(.0) (15.0 (8.0)'

33.3 , 30.4: 38.8 33.7 28.6 30.4

(210,0) ,(58.0) i (80:0 (30.0)' (28.0) (14.0)

42.4 '29.3 : 43.7j 47.2 : 5b.1 52.2=

(267.0) (56.0) ''.(90.0) (42.0) (55.0) (24.0)

Chi,Sqlaare-iit,.104 with 6 degrees of freedom, sithificant at .001 level
Gamma o.278,

Behaviorally, acceptance of maternal employment Was correlated

w_th the actual adoption-of black 'Children with a gamma value

of .575

See :.able IV. Next pace.

14
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Table-IV

Good Mothers Can Also Pursue Careers

- Total Percent P

Frequency F
Adopted
Black No Blacks -..

'Children F

.4t1

Blacks

Total Agree Stron 1

Page 13

Disagree Stron I

0100:0 30.6 32.7 14.0 15.5 7.3,

(634.0) (194.0) (207.0) (89.0) (98.0) (46.0)

94.8' 88.1 97.0 ,97.8 -,6.0 07.8

(601.0) (171.0) (202.0) (0"/".0) (96.0) (45.0)

5.2 11.9 2.4 2.2 2.0 2,2

(33.0) (23.0) (5.0) (2.0). (2.0) (1.0)

A

Chi Square-25.079 with 4 degrees of freedom, significant at the .001 leve
Gamma 0.575

There appears to be a consistent positive association

between our measures of shared work roles and .accepting older

and black children; the:relationships of our independent

variables and the acceptance of handicapped and retarded

children seemed weaker and less consistent. It Ls-conce_vable

tnat the time constraints imposed upon working mothers might

limit their receptivity toward these particular kinds of

. stigmatized children.

e measured'religiou.; traditionalism aloriC two axes: the

frequency of religious participation and the affiliation.with

conventional religions. Initially, wt.- expected to find that '

those more closely affiliated with traditfonal religious

institutions would be more inclined to accept traditional.

conceptions of parenting, and would br less receptive in

ceneral toward adopti14. the hard -to- place.

15.
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This led US to also ,expect that the conventionally

religious would prefer to adopt white female infant children:
,

The adoption of a white infant is congruent with a child born

to the-family in it's infancy and racial homogeneity.

To tree. extent that children diverge from traditional

expections we expected. that the conventionally religious

would be less inclined to accept them. Altr4ough the association

between religiOus participation and adopting a.girl is

in the predicted direction the strength of the association

is quite weak-. Our findings with regard. to the adoption

.of black children are similar:, those Aith higher rates
et

vg0

of religious participation were less inclined to adopt black

Children and less likely to have actually clone so. This was

as expected but the associations were not statistically

significant. X e

Contrary to Our expectations we found that acceptance of

older, retarded and handicapped children was^positively

associated with religious activism. Table V shows the

relat.,.onship between religious particL..,,ation and the acceptance =

qof the retarded.
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What we may have failed to take .into account hire "is

that high levels of religious Commitment are related to norms

of charity and compassion for the unfortunate and downtrodden
O

members of,society. The religiously committed appear to be

more wiling to accept children stigmatized by individual

.misfortune but much.less inclined to accept those outcast

by group membership.
. \

The associations between conventional l'e'igious affiliation

and our dependent variables are similar to the patterns
_..

observed with religious participation. Table VI shows the
. ..,

,
,-y

.

relationship between conventional religious affiliation and
;" ..

the_ willingness to adopt a retarded child.

If one looks at the difference between those who are
,

affiliated with a traditional religionProtestants, Catholics

and Jews- -and those who have no religious affiliation one"

'S'ees that there is a.positive association between affiliation

and-the"\;d4ingneSg to adopt handicapped and, retarded children

and'a negative association between affiliation'and the

willingness to-adopt a black children The religiOusly

affiliated' express similar traditionalism in their choice' ,

'of"girls in adoption.

The data yielded sow unexpected findings when we compareth

Jews with Protestants and Catholics. Jews are usually regarded
6

.
t5c be 11bEral. and, less r(liciously committed

than adherents of other. faiths. Yet, we found Jews to "be the

IA
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- most unwillink; of all :!/-1 Considering the adoption of any

stigmatized children. There's" a negative association

beteen Jewish affiliation and the willinrness to adopt

black!, handicapped, retarded and older children. In the

actual adoptions of children the negative' association
4.

persisted in the adoption of male"and black children. To

some extent, these findings are consistent with other

research in this aret. 'Another study, (Brenner, 1951), has.

noted greater preferences for females among Jewish adoptive

parents.

The meanlng oS -these trends 4 not 'altogether dlear.,

There may well be several -factors involved. One factor that

initially can be-ruled out is that the Jew-s-in our sample

are unrepres.entatiLvd: The politics, social status and

religious participation found among the members of our

sample is consistent "with.these characteristics Among the

American"Jewfsh population (Sklare/ 1958)., One element

that may enteninto the .interpretation of this is that JewS-

are a particularistic group with'a commitment to- maintain the

.continuity of their religious, and ,ethnic culture. This presents

formidp.bleobstacles n the adoption of black' children

particularly at a-time of risinv tensions between blacks

and Jews. Not only are there obstacles to the acceptance

of biac Jewish children on the part ot Jews, but there is a'

real question of the acceptability of blacx Jews within the
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black community. A black child with. white-Protestant

adoptive parents would hve little°trouble reconciling

. his black identity with a black = Protestant Christian

identity., There is a viable tradition of black Protestant

Christian identity. There is a viable tradition of black

-
Protestant Christianity. The same cannot be said for

black Judiasrn, which exists', but is 'marginal to both

communities.

,Aother element which may well enter into the un*1lTingness,

of-Jews to consider the adoption of retarded and handicapped

children Is that Jews are among the groups most conscious of

the costs of child rearing. In examining. data On 4wish

fertility it seems likely that Jews who are making the:asdent

to middle and upper middle 'class status are most likely:to
,

defer and to reduce child bearing (Goldstein and Goldsheider,

')(..,3). Ii costs are an important consideration in the care

of a retarded ,or handicapped child, both in terms of time and

.money, trey may appear to be prohibitive to many mobile Jews.

Still another 'element in the,explanation may be the

!

NOsence of a mIssionary tradition within Judaism (Dukel.' 1)510.

:.)r t unfortunate is oitem.Lir.,'eed proSlet.DzipL

atncu Jews do not i.rusletlze thoy.uo not sep membt:rs 4

.of other gro s as potential .onverts5 thus making them less

likely to adopt t ansracially and transnationally.lr

21
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,

Political conservatism was measured by.the wife's

political identification on a six point scale ranging from

very conservative to radical. We found that those on the

right tended td be lesS accepting,of.black chiUlren; the

gamma value'was ,.435. See Table VII.

In,terms of the other children --the. retarded, older,

and.the handicapped--we found a slit:ht positive association

between political conservatism and the willingness to adopt

children of these descriptions, Howeverf the. associations

were qyiie weak and were"not statistically significant. The

direction of these associations is similar to those found
,

between increased religious participation an the willingness
4,

to adopt. Our initial expectation that Olitical conservatives

would be uniformly less accepting oY all stigmatized chilaren,

was not supported by the data. This trend only held true,

in the case of the black child. Howeve?, thee traditional

-
adoptive preferences of political conservatives was evidenced

N

in their greater preferences to adopt girls (gamma...1403, ,,'

chi square became significant at .02).

Still another factor that appears to influence he

willingness to accept minority children which was revealed

unexpectedly i.n cur data was people's experience with

adoption. Respondents were asked to recall their initial

inclinations toward adopting various kinds of stigmatiied

children both before completing their adoptions and-how

-willing they would be if they were abbut to adopt again now.

2,2
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Acknowledging thy limitations of this retrospective data, the,

results are nevertheless sugtxstiiye. As a result of :their

expprienee with adoption 50 per cent showed varying degrees

of. increased acceptance of hard-tb-place children: 40 per cent

showed,..no change and 10 .)er'cent indicated a -decline in their

acceptance of the hard -to- place..

The greatest chan,;e was indicated in'inpreasing acceptance

of older children; 26 per cent of our sampled 4:amilies showed

greater willingness to Ccept these kinds of childreh; this
, .

was followed. by inbreapin,;:acceptance of black children,

which experienced a an of 8 perceht, See Table VIII.

Slijhtly,Retarded'

Table VIII

Del ore Ay tei ln;or is ss

Adopt easily .(.1j) +2

Some Rescrvations 28;;
7a

Weuldnot 'consider . 68% 6C1Y. -8

Afro- American

Adopt.easily , 24 +6 .

Some Reservations 3350' -4
; :ould not consider- 43;0,

.

Older Child

Adopt' easily
eome:Reservatiohs 355. - 30:

+26,

-

'iould not consider

Physical :lam:leap

'Adopt r.: +2

Some Reservations f.3c,
3

;%)uld not consider p55 G(.)
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Althouch our sample is not altorsther typical o1

adoptive parents in general, considering:the large proportion-
..

of families who have adopted^r,ecially and culturally diverse

children, the trends clearly suggest thatsdcial workers may

find pros:Iective adoptive ')arents for' older Land black,

children among those who have already adopted,.

Summary-aritConbluiions

041- data reveal that those in the forefront in/'assuming

. more contemporary family life styles aremore amenable to

at parenting minority, children'. There appears to' be a closef.
-

affinity between the development bf more flexible and

t. interchangablefamilY roles and the aquisition of wider

rangifi perspectives of who might be included among family
.

,

members. As p6ople renopnce'compntional sex roles they appear
- ,

:.,

to become increasingly willing to extend kinship beyond the

traditionally accepted realm bf biologically related individuals.

Thui, recent"trends in adoption appear to be an'integral,

component of more pervasive family Changes.

Our findings also sqgost that the kind of child

parents choose to adopt Closely reflects tneir values and

institutional commitments. Liberal and _radical parents dis-
.

played the most c'ornnitment to adopting black children.

The conventionally religious sho,;red'the breatestinterest

'in handicapped and retai-ded-childred. These preferences

kvould seem to Indicate that families are often making an

25

01.
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rage.

ideological statement .1.n tnelr adoptionS !Ale ideo1o6ical
.

commitment of liberals and' radicals to black ohildrep should

need no e?Tlanation,-.The commitment, of tt,te conventionally

religious tq the handicapped and retarded can be seep as a'

reilection of. traditional Judeo-Christian compassion for'tht,

unfortunate.

AdOption becomes a mieans of iirssingthe cUltupal values

of the 'adopting parents, We would argue that child rearing'
-.

. . , .

,. .

cilwaw s.has political implications; parents raise chilpen ,to
-..

re.flect and.perpetuaU their values. :i.n adoption this simply

becomes mon manifest. AaDyNtion Creates an additional

permitiin' pr;rtnts to select a child that is

;.1111 thcil

nad se'en parenting} Istl,matized children as.

Unthry Jhenomena. Uur data clearly sh6w t.tlas !..,not the

had expeted tnat those committedcase. ti more secular,
4.4

',-

and liberal view uints 1.1id ehibit a" -reaterovecaXi

fillinf:ness to adopt Most any stigmat.zeti chz1d. .:hat we
4

...

ound was that,secular2ilberals di.fereu .rom the conventionally

rel.gious and ctnservat,odes not'sL; ituci :n Lneir.w:ll_ni-,ness.
..

to adopts tigatiied ti.).1dren, but in the ,,finds ol'ehildren

they .ere willin6'to accept.

uur ooct to "a4more%;encr.al need to re-evaluate

theNcriteriaemployed..n :lacing 'stigmatized chtilaren. A

study in the inpuentialjournal Child 1-Sellers, 191,,J)

40111.

?.;

0

1
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described the exclusion of coul3Les With ,rqdical politic& ;from

the pool of prospctive 'adoptive parents for trans - racial
0

placements. Our data suggests these might be among- the most

appropriate parents. ° e

The most immediate implication of our-data for social

policy is.in,thE adoptive placement of stigmatizeth4.children.

Social agencies are often reluctant to believe that there

are families willing-to adopt stigmatized children. Yet,

our data suggests that as the trend toward sharing work -and

child care roles continues, the number of families who would

be receptive to the adoption of such children is likely to

,

increase.
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' Taditional sexual
division of labor
in.child care

which
achieves

-significance

Willingness to
adopt older
child

Willingness to
adopt black'
Child

Willingness L.o
adopt retarded
child .

Willingness to
adopt handi-
capped child.

Adopted older_
child (ren)

Adopted black
child(ren)

Adopted a
girl

N.S. stands f

0 Appendix A

Do not. feel
mothers should
work .

Niel at which
4 GAI-.:-.A

` achieves
significance

Muthei:
unemployed

/lez vel at which
A achieves
significance

-.143/10 -.139/.05 .246/01

- .265/.001
-.195/001

- .190/ .10
_.099/N/S.* -.086/.10

-.203/.05 -.071/N.6.*- :-.127/.20

-.127/.01 - .14?/3 -.230/01

.44; /.02

.030/.21,

Not Significant

.57f/.0u1

30

-.336/.001

.026/N.S.*



Appendix A Continued

Religious
Participation

GAMMAt q

achievesX'
vel at which

'significance

Yillingness to
.adopt older
child

Willingness to
adopt black
child

Willingness to
adopt retarded
child

Willingness to
adopt handi-
capped child

Adopted _older
. child(ren)

Adopted black,
child(rcn)

Adopted a girl

Conventional Religious
Affiliation

level at which
achieVes significance

Political
Conservatism

,'.

GA;1
/level at whic

4A .2X achieves
significance

. of-2;Y. 30 .034 /N. S.*

-.035/.20 .001 . -./35/001:

.179/.10 .05 .02 7" . 20

.205/.02 .001 .021/N.S.*

.1()6/20 :30

-.126/N.S.* .05 -.499/.001

.045/N.S..*. .10 .103/.02

ifi S. means Not Signfi'cant .
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